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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1 . New claims 1 9-26 remain for further examination. 

The new grounds of rejection 

2. Applicants' amendments and arguments with respect to claims 19-26 filed on 
September 30, 2005 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Objection 

3. Claim 26 Is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 26 depend 
on the canceled claim 1 , which is a typographical error. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Statutory Doubie Patenting 

4. A rejection based on double patenting of the "same invention" type finds its 
support in the language of 35 U.S.C. 101, which states that "whoever invents or 
discovers any new and useful process ... may obtain a patent therefor." (Emphasis 
added). Thus, the term "same invention," in this context, means an invention drawn to 
identical subject matter. See Miller v. Eagle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 (1894); In re 
Ockert, 245 F.2d 467, 114 USPQ 330 (CCPA 1957); and In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 
USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970). 

A statutory type (35 U.S.C. 101) double patenting rejection can be overcome by 
canceling or amending the conflicting claims so they are no longer coextensive in 
scope. The filing of a terminal disclaimer cannot overcome a double patenting rejection 
based upon 35 U.S.C. 101. 
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5. Claims 1 9-25 of tfiis application conflict with claims 1 0-1 8 of Application No. 
10/721 ,415. 37 CFR 1 .78(b) provides that when two or more applications filed by the 
same applicant contain conflicting claims, elimination of such claims from all but one 
application may be required in the absence of good and sufficient reason for their 
retention during pendency in more than one application. Applicant is required to either 
cancel the conflicting claims from all but one application or maintain a clear line of 
demarcation between the applications. See MPEP § 822. 

6. Claims 1 9-26 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 as claiming the 
same invention as that of claims 10-18 of copending Application No. 10/721,415. This 
is a orovlsional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not in fact 
been patented. 

7. The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
copending Application No. 10/721,415 and is covered by the copending Application No. 
10/721,415 since the copending Application No. 10/721,415 and the application are 
claiming common subject matter, as follows: 

The clainned invention in the instant application (claims 19-26) is same as the 
claimed Invention in the copending Application No. 10/721,415 (claims 10-18) by adding 
the steps of receiving an application transmitted via a digital broadcast before the both 
steps of registering. No new invention or new improvement is being claimed in the 
instant application (claims 19-26). 
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Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of 
the application, which nfiatured into a copending Application. [Based on 8-38] See also 
MPEP § 804. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent, or on an International application by another who has fulfilled the requirements 
of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof 
by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AlPA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being 
examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published 
under 35 U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this application Is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
prior to the amendment by the AlPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 



9. Claims 1 9-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Ahmed et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,647,432). 

Ahmed's patent meets all the limitations for claims 10-18 recited in the claimed 
invention. 

1 0. As to claim 1 9, Ahmed et al teach an event sending method for a digital 
broadcasting receiver (ITC server) that sends an event corresponding to an input from a 
user (client) operation of a remote control to an application running in the digital 
broadcasting receiver (see abstract; figures 3 and 7; column 10 line 60 to column 1 1 
line 32; and column 14 line 57 to column 15 line 56), comprising: 
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receiving a first application transmitted via a digital broadcast; registering first 
application determining information in the digital broadcasting receiver based on first 
receivable event information, the first receivable event information identifies which event 
corresponding to an input from the user can be received by a first application capable of 
executing a process based on the event identified in the first receivable event 
information in the digital broadcasting receiver; receiving a second application 
transmitted via a digital broadcast; registering second application determining 
information in the digital broadcasting receiver based on second receivable event 
information, the second receivable event information identifies which event 
corresponding to an input from the user can be received by a second application 
capable of executing a process based on the event identified in the second receivable 
event information in the digital broadcasting receiver (figure 7; column 14 line 57 to 
column 15 line 56; and column 50 line 59 to column 51 line 16); 

sending the event corresponding to the input from the user to the first application 
when the first application determining information identifies that the event corresponding 
to the input from the user can be received by the first application; and sending the event 
corresponding to the input from the user to the second application when the second 
application determining information identifies that the event corresponding to the input 
from the user can be received by the second application (figures 8-11; and column 15 
line 57 to column 17 line 56). 



Application/Control Number: 10/756,425 



Pages 



Art Unit: 2155 

11. As to claims 20-21 , Ahmed et al teach that the first application alters the first 
application determining information based on a running status of the first application; 
and the second application alters the second application determining information based 
on a running status of the second application (figures 12-15; and column 17 line 57 to 
column 24 line 10). 



12. As to claims 22-26, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 19-21 above, since claims 22-25 are merely an apparatus for the 
method of operation defined in the claims 19-21 and claim 26 is merely a program 
product for the method of operation defined in the claims 19-21 . 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered. The examiner has attempted 
to answer (response) to the remarks (arguments) in the body of the Office action. 



14. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection. Accordingly, 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M.P.E.P. § 706.07(a). Applicant Is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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1 5. Any inquiry concerning this comnnunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharat Barot whose Telephone Number is (571) 
272-3979. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 AM to 
6:00 PM. Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number (571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar , can be reached at (571) 272-4006. 
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